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The First Mistake 


Welcome to Issue 78 of Back To Prabhupdda (BTP). 

1) Srila Prabhupada explains that if we make a 
mistake in an opening calculation, then no matter 
what you do afterwards, the calculation will always 
be faulty: 

“If you miss one point, there is a mistake in 
your calculation. Regardless of what you add or 
subtract after that, the mistake is already in the 
calculation, and everything that follows will also 
be faulty.” 

(The Science of Self-Realization, Chapter 4) 

2) In regard to ISKCON, that mistake is not es- 
tablishing Srila Prabhupada’s correct position, both 
in theory and practice. And without doing this first, 
everything else will and has failed. Hence, the IRM 
concentrates on this point to the exclusion of all else. 
We have been severely criticised for this single-mind- 
ed approach, but without it, as Srila Prabhupada ex- 
plains, everything else will be futile. 

3) ISKCON leaders are beginning to agree. HG 
Rasaraja Dasa (“RRD”) is a long-time senior mem- 
ber and trustee for the governing board of ISKCON 
India (the “Bureau”, the legal entity which controls 
ISKCON India), and he states: 

“unless, you know [...] Prabhupdada’s position in the 
movement is properly established, we'll never be able 


to, you know, correct anything else because Prabhu- 
pada said if you're adding 10 numbers and you make 


a mistake in adding the first number, the total is nev- 
er going to be right” 

(RRD, Video Discussion, 12/5/23, emphasis above and 
in rest of Issue added) 

In the same discussion, RRD also adds that “the 
position of Srila Prabhupada and Guru-tattva is not 
clear”, and this fact must be recognised “at the GBC 
level”. RRD is, of course, correct that Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s position in ISKCON is not clear, and that until 
it is clearly established, they will not be able to cor- 
rect anything else. 

4) It would be shocking if there existed a Krsna 
consciousness movement in which it was not clear 
“who is Krsna?”! Yet, to have a movement ISKCON, 
founded by Srila Prabhupada, in which it is still not 


clear “who is Prabhupada” is no less shocking, espe- 
cially after almost 50 years. And yet, the answer is no 
less obvious. Srila Prabhupada’s position in ISKCON 
was completely clear before he physically departed, 
and the movement flourished, and there is no rea- 
son for this to have ever changed. And what was that 
position? As the Acarya of ISKCON, it encompassed: 

a) His position as the diksa guru; 

b) His position as the siksa guru; 

c) His position as the supreme authority. 

We know that position a) is no longer acknowl- 
edged, but surely his position in respect of b) and c) 
is still accepted in ISKCON? After all, ISKCON still ac- 
knowledges that Srila Prabhupada is the “preemi- 
nent siksad guru” for everyone in ISKCON (GBC Resolu- 
tion 409, 1999), which should mean, one would think, 
that he is also ISKCON’s supreme authority. 

5) However, as we detail in the next article, 
Srila Prabhupada’s position even as the authority of 
ISKCON is under attack. In addition, if one wishes to 
accept Srila Prabhupada as the “preeminent” source 
of all teachings in ISKCON, then there is no need to 
ever go outside his teachings, and we should always 
adhere to the “Prabhupada-Only Paradigm” or POP. 
The article on page 4 proves why there is never a 
need to go beyond Srila Prabhupada. Ironically, on 
page 7, we analyse some teachings from RRD him- 
self, the implications of which, if they are accepted by 
other ISKCON leaders, would lead to ISKCON adopt- 
ing the IRM’s position! 

6) Despite the situation in ISKCON not being 
clear, as RRD explains, the IRM has succeeded in mak- 
ing the “position of Srila Prabhupada and Guru-tatt- 
va” clear. One proof of this is how we are able, almost 
mystically, to take what ISKCON’s leaders state when 
they challenge how we have made Srila Prabhupada’s 
position clear, and show that their statements actu- 
ally support what we have said! Or show how such 
a challenge defeats itse/f through self-contradiction. 
And this issue will be showing more of that as well! 

Thank you and Hare Krsna. 

In Srila Prabhupada’s service, 

Krishnakant 


IRM Mission Statement 


S the physical departure of His Divine Grace A. C. Bhaktivedanta Swami Srila Prabhupada from our ma- 
terial vision on November 14, 1977, the International Society for Krsna Consciousness (ISKCON), the great 


movement that he single-handedly founded in 1966, and which is the only hope for humanity, has undergone 
a massive deterioration in its spiritual purity. This has been due to various deviations from the instructions 
and standards given by Srila Prabhupada, the chief of which being his displacement as the sole diksd guru for 
ISKCON. The ISKCON Revival Movement (IRM) seeks to restore ISKCON to its former glory, purity and philosoph- 
ical chastity through the re-institution of all the instructions and standards that Srila Prabhupada gave, begin- 
ning with his role as the sole authority and diksa@ guru for ISKCON. The IRM’s position is set out in The Final Or- 


der —- see back page to order your free copy. 
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ISKCON’s Open Challenge to Srila Prabhupada _ 


To the rank and file of ISKCON, and the world 
at large, Srila Prabhupada is supposedly the 
Acarya and supreme authority of ISKCON. 
However, in recent issues, we have document- 
ed the trend of ISKCON’s leadership openly 
challenging Srila Prabhupada’s position as the 
supreme authority in ISKCON: 

1) The GBC-approved Hermeneutics course 
states that Srila Prabhupada must be under- 
stood through the “Vaisnava tradition” and 
the “previous acaryas”, instead of Srila Prabhu- 
pada being the authority through whom we 
understand everything else (see B7P 69, “The 
GBC and ISKCON India in Fight Over Course”). 

2) An ISKCON India leader promoted a pa- 
per which states that it is wrong to elevate 
Srila Prabhupada as the supreme authority 
who is above all other sources of evidence (see 
BTP 70, “A Challenge to the ICC - 2”). 

3) GBC voted-in guru HH Bhakti Vikasa 
Swami organised a talk which preached that 
it is “twisted” to accept that Srila Prabhupada 
is “obviously right” and in line with sadhu and 
sastra. And that we need “sddhu" and “sastra” 
to “protect” us from what Srila Prabhupada 
states, just as we need protection from a US 
President who can “say all sorts of things” (see 
BTP 76, Interactive, “Nonsense Corner’). 

4) Guru HH Hridayananda Dasa Goswami 
states one must “verify” Srila Prabhupada’s 
teachings against “every Sanskrit word” to 
check they are correct (see BTP 76, “ISKCON’s 
Attack on Srila Prabhupada Escalates”). 


Supreme Authority 


However, Srila Prabhupada did not or- 
der that his authority be questioned or chal- 
lenged in the way described above. Rather, to 
ensure such challenges could never happen 
in ISKCON, he ordered the following to be en- 
shrined in all official documents: 

“He [Srila Prabhupada] is the supreme 
authority in all matters of the society.” 
(Amendments for Official Documents, “Topmost 
Urgency”, 22/7/74) 

Then, for the avoidance of any doubt, sub- 
sequently, just a year later when the GBC, the 
governing body of ISKCON, was first officially 
established, the very first resolution passed by 
the GBC repeated this order: 

“,.. the International Society for Krishna Con- 
sciousness of which He [Srila Prabhupada] is the 
Founder-Acarya and supreme authority.” 
(GBC Resolution 1, 1975) 

Thus, by the definition of the words “su- 
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preme authority”, all other sources of evidence 
will automatically be understood through Srila 
Prabhupada’s teachings — thus rendering chal- 
lenges 1 and 2 in the previous section as be- 
ing invalid. And, as Srila Prabhupada is the su- 
preme authority, he cannot be challenged, nor 
is there any need to do so, period -thus ren- 
dering challenges 3 and 4 in the previous sec- 
tion as also being invalid. 


POP system in practice 


One only needs to look at how ISKCON op- 
erated in practice during Srila Prabhupada’s 
physical presence to see the utter obviousness 
of the points made above. When Srila Prabhu- 
pada issued any instruction, we do not find 
that before executing every such instruction, 
his disciples had to first stop and immediate- 
ly conduct intensive investigations to “check” 
and “verify” such instructions with: 

a) “Historical precedence” and “tradition”; 

b) “Sastra” and “sadhu’"; 

c) The original Sanskrit text. 

Rather, his disciples would “jump to it”, and 
immediately take such instructions as their life 
and soul without hesitation. Thus, in practice, 
everyone followed the Prabhupada-Only Par- 
adigm or POP, wherein one only accepts Srila 
Prabhupada’s direct instructions, and never 
consults anything outside of them. Again, just 
a basic understanding of the guru-disciple re- 
lationship makes these points obvious: 

“Disciple means there is no argument. 
Whatever the guru will say, you have to ac- 
cept. That is disciple. That is final. There is 
no argument.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Answers to a Questionnaire 
from Bhavan’s Journal, 30/6/76) 


Rascal challenges 


Underscoring the points above, one can 
note how Srila Prabhupada reacted whenev- 
er someone dared to challenge whether or not 
his teachings were “in line” with sastra: 

Hari-Sauri: “That was one thing that 
Nitai put in his letter, that the teachings of 
ISKCON are completely opposite or contra- 
dictory to what is actually in the §astra.” 

Srila Prabhupada: “Now he has become 
tiger. He wants to kill that philosophy. 
When he did not know anything, he came to 
us. Now he has become learned, he wants to 
criticize. [...] The rascal. What can be done?” 
(Room Conversation, 26/10/76) 

This further proves the point we have 


se’ 
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Srila Prabhupada 
is the supreme authority in ISKCON 


made repeatedly, that the teachings of the 
bona fide spiritual master are already auto- 
matically in line with “guru, sadhu and sdastra”, 
and to even think differently, or that they need 
“checking”, is rascaldom of the highest order. 


New authority system 


When we have exposed the deviations by 
ISKCON’s leaders such as the guru hoax, it may 
be noted that at least ISKCON’s leadership still 
claimed that they were supposedly directly 
following Srila Prabhupada’s orders. But what 
we have now is a fundamentally different de- 
velopment, wherein even those orders them- 
selves are being questioned as not necessarily 
being authoritative and supreme in their own 
right. Rather, they can be “understood” by con- 
sulting teachings outside of those provided di- 
rectly by Srila Prabhupada. One can note that 
originally even the GBC realised that this was a 
deviant practice: 

“we must see the previous acaryas through 
Prabhupada. We cannot jump over Prabhupdda 
and then look back at him through the eyes of 
the previous acaryas.” 

(Our Original Position, 1996, GBC Press, p. 163) 

Hence, even the GBC once accepted that 
following the POP was correct! 


Conclusion 


Having already removed Srila Prabhupada 
as ISKCON’s diksa guru, and engaged in a se- 
ries of shocking attacks on Srila Prabhupada 
as documented in B7P 76 article “ISKCON’s At- 
tack on Srila Prabhupada Escalates”, it is no 
surprise that ISKCON’s leaders are challenging 
Srila Prabhupada as being ISKCON’s supreme 
authority. The solution to all this madness is 
to follow the POP, and thus stick only to Srila 
Prabhupada’s actual, verified instructions and 
never go beyond them -and thus restore him 
to being ISKCON’s supreme authority. 


> 


? 


ae 


The Fallacy of Going Beyond Srila Prabhupada 


One aspect of challenging Srila Prabhupada’s 
authority, which was mentioned in the previ- 
ous article, was the need to go outside of Srila 
Prabhupada’s teachings. Here we will cover 
two common arguments that are put forward 
to justify doing this. ; 


Eliminating bias 


One argument put forward by ISKCON 
leaders to justify going outside of Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s teachings is summarised below by 
ISKCON Jaipur Temple President HG Pancarat- 
na Dasa (“PRD”): 

“conditioned souls can also misunderstand 
the purports of Srila Prabhupada due to their 
conditioned and biased nature. That’s why Basu 
Ghosh Prabhu [ISKCON India leader -Ed.] and 
others are saying we follow Srila Prabhupadda 
to the letter but we understand his meaning by 
cross referencing with Sastra because we know 
he will never say anything against Sastra. [...] 
That way we can know that our understanding 
of Srila Prabhupdda is proper and not a biased 
misunderstanding.” 

(PRD, Email, 30/1/23) 

Thus, he explains that ISKCON leaders 
claim that: 

1) Our understanding of Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s words may be wrong due to our bias. 

2) Therefore, we check our possibly biased 
understanding with what sdastra states, as we 
know that Srila Prabhupada’s actual teachings 
will always be in line with sastra. 

3) In this way, we can eliminate our biased 
understanding of Srila Prabhupada’s words. 

However, this argument is based on a mas- 
sive logical fallacy as shown in the “Bias” dia- 
gram above. If one’s understanding of Srila 
Prabhupada’s words is biased due to our con- 
ditioned nature, then reading any other words, 
wherever they are from, will also be similarly 
biased, as one’s conditioning will be the same. 
It is not that: 

a) When one opens Srila Prabhupada’s 
books one is conditioned and biased; 

b) Then when one opens the pages of 
“astra” one’s conditioning and bias magical- 
ly disappear; 

c) Then when one returns to opening Srila 
Prabhupada’s books, the bias and conditioning 
return just as magically. 

Thus, simply reading something else will 
not eliminate the bias, if it exists. And thus, this 
is not a justification for needing to go outside 
of Srila Prabhupada’s teachings. 
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Possible biased 


Srila Prabhupada 


statement 


this statement 


But same biased understanding 
remains for sdstra statements 


Checking “understanding” 


A related argument for going outside of 
Srila Prabhupada’s teachings is given by HG 
Krsna Kirti Dasa (“KKD”), the Convenor of the 
ISKCON India Scholars Board: 

“And the example of ritvikism is most appro- 
priate here. [...] they still come to a wrong con- 
clusion. This is because whatever they THINK 
Srila Prabhupada meant by what he said is not 
in line with the teachings of the shastras or the 
acharyas or their shishtachara. And for us to 
point out that someone’s particular understand- 
ing of Srila Prabhupdada is inconsistent with rele- 
vant shastras and teachings of other acharyas is 
NOT “checking the veracity of Srila Prabhupada’s 
vant.” [...] We are checking the veracity of your 
claim or someone else’s claim that SP meant 
something by what he said.” 

(KKD, Email, 2/2/23) 

Thus, it is argued that one can check what 

someone claims Srila Prabhupada meant: 


1) By comparing such claims with sastra; 

2) And seeing if there is a difference. 

However, if it is possible to check what one 
claims against a statement from sastra, then it 
is even easier and more accurate to check that 
claim with Srila Prabhupada’s original state- 
ment, as now one is dealing with the actual, 
original source of the claim. Thus, again, there 
is no justification for going outside of Srila 
Prabhupada’s teachings. 


Srila Prabhupada will suffice 


To prove how easy this is, we can use an 
example from KKD’s own ISKCON India organ- 
isation. ISKCON India’s leaders passed a res- 
olution on 25/11/19 in regard to the issue of 
female diksa gurus. They claimed the reason 
there should not be any female diksa gurus is: 

“he [Srila Prabhupada] never appointed a 
single woman as a TP, GBC, or ritvik (guru — as 


understanding of | 


Consult Sastra to cross-reference | 


Claim made about 
ae this statement 


Easier to just compare 
with original statement 
to see if claim correct! 


Consult sastra to see if claim correct 


per the July 9 letter)” 

Thus, they claim that the July 9th, 1977 let- 
ter appoints “guru”. So one can read the origi- 
nal July 9th, 1977 directive, and note that there 
is no mention that the “rtvik” is a diksa “guru”. 


Srila Prabhupada 
statement 


Indeed, there is no mention of “guru”, period. 
Hence, one can “check” that the claim made by 
ISKCON India regarding what was “meant” by 
Srila Prabhupada is “inconsistent” with what is 
actually stated by Srila Prabhupada. One does 
not need to find some sdstra (not given and 
translated and explained by Srila Prabhupada), 
to see if such a claim is inconsistent with what 
sastra states. Srila Prabhupada’s authoritative 
statements will do just fine. This is summarised 
by the “Checking” diagram above. 


Srila Prabhupada’s system 


We have used simple logic to prove that 
the arguments for going outside of Srila 
Prabhupada’s teachings are seriously flawed. 
But, more importantly, Srila Prabhupada him- 
self never taught that the way we should avoid 
“misunderstanding” his teachings is by jump- 
ing over him and instead directly consult- 
ing “sastra” ourselves. Rather, he ordered his 
disciples to repeatedly read his books and 
taught that by this process the correct mean- 
ing would be revealed: 

“In my books the philosophy of Krishna 
Consciousness is explained fully so if there 


is anything which you do not understand, 
then you simply have to read again and 


again. By reading daily the knowledge will 
be revealed to you and by this process your 
spiritual life will develop.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Letter, 22/11/74) 

Hence, those who propose going outside 
of Srila Prabhupada’s teachings possess nei- 
ther the logic nor faith required for sticking 
only with Srila Prabhupada. 
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The Necessity of a Specific Sastric Prohibition 


ISKCON’s leaders are united in objecting to 
Srila Prabhupada remaining ISKCON’s diksa 
guru. One main argument they give for this 
objection is that Srila Prabhupada remain- 
ing ISKCON’s diksa guru would somehow be 
“against sastra”. A typical example is GBC vot- 
ed-in guru HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami (“BVKS”) 
claiming that Srila Prabhupada would have 
had to “override” sdstra to remain the diksa 
guru of ISKCON (which BVKS calls “rtvikism”): 
“the heterodox and dangerous hermeneu- 
tic that Srila Prabhupada is so special that he 
could override guru, sadhu, and sastra, and 
that he actually did so to establish rtvikism” 
(BVKS, Mothers & Masters) 

In previous issues, we have covered the 
dispute between ISKCON’s leaders in regard 
to whether females can become diksd gurus 
(“FDG”). When arguing over FDG, ISKCON’s 
leaders have also used arguments regarding 
whether FDG is against or not against sastra. 
However, we can use their own “Sastric” ar- 
guments in regard to FDG, to show ISKCON’s 
leaders are self-defeated in their “Sastric” 
objections to Srila Prabhupada remaining 
ISKCON’s diksa guru. 


The sastric argument for FDG 


The GBC, and much of ISKCON outside of 
India, have generally been in favour of FDG. A 
leading scholar for this side has been HH Hri- 
dayananda Dasa Goswami (“HD”), who is 
considered within ISKCON supposedly learned 
in Sastric matters, since ISKCON accepts his 
rendering of the 11th and 12th cantos of the 
Sastra Srimad-Bhagavatam. He has presented 
what he claims is a definitive conclusion re- 
garding what sastra states about the eligibil- 
ity of one to become a diksa guru, as follows: 
“Rupa Gosvami states that fundamental princi- 
ples of devotional service cannot be changed, 
but details are variable. [...] Since neither Rupa 
Gosvami, nor any other great Acdrya, nor any 


basic sastra, states that suppressing Vaisnavi 


gurus is a fundamental unvarying law of 
bhakti-yoga, we conclude the obvious: it is a 


detail.” 
(HD, “The Vaisnavi Guru”, personal website) 
Thus, it is accepted that whether or not a 
certain type of guru is against sdstra, will de- 
pend on whether sdstra states that suppress- 
ing such a guru is a fundamental law of bhakti- 
yoga. Therefore, in the above argument where 
HD states “Vaisnavi gurus”, one can substi- 
tute the term “physically absent” gurus, and 
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the same conclusion will be reached regard- 
ing Srila Prabhupada’s position. Namely, that 
sastra would need to state that suppressing a 
physically absent guru is a law of bhakti-yoga, 
if one wishes to claim that Srila Prabhupada 
remaining ISKCON’s diksad guru is somehow 
against sastra. But such a statement has never 
been produced. Thus, by their own argument, 
whether a guru is female or physically absent 
is a “detail” of bhakti-yoga, not a principle, and 
thus such gurus cannot be “suppressed”. 


The sastric argument against FDG 


The anti-FDG side is represented by 

ISKCON India, and a leading spokesman for 
this group has been HG Basu Ghosh Dasa 
(“BGD”), who is also one of the main lead- 
ers of ISKCON India. He has presented what 
he claims is a definitive conclusion regarding 
what sastra states about the eligibility of a fe- 
male to become a diksa guru, as follows: 
“What Prabhupada wrote in his purport to Sri- 
mad Bhagavatam 4.12.32, ought to settle the 
issue. [...] Srila Prabhupada [...] wrote: “ac- 
cording to shastric injunction”. [...] 
“According to Sastric injunctions [...] Suniti, 
however, being a woman, and specifical- 
ly his mother, could not become Dhruva 
Maharaja’s diksd-guru.” 
It’s clear from this purport that: [...] A wom- 
an is prohibited from being a diksha guru.” 
(BGD, 23/1/23, “Akificana Gocara” website) 

BGD has thus claimed that eliminating FDG 


a= 


Sastric injunc- 


depends on the existence of a 
tion” which specifically prohibits them from 
acting as a diksd guru. And that because Srila 
Prabhupada has supposedly presented this 
prohibition, this should thereby “settle” the is- 
sue. As the anti-FDG side also claims that Srila 
Prabhupada remaining ISKCON’s diks@ guru 
is against sastra, one would therefore expect 
ISKCON India to similarly produce Srila Prabhu- 
pada stating the “sastric injunction” prohibit- 
ing a physically absent person from acting as 
a diksa guru in order to “settle” the issue—just 
as they have claimed to do in the case of FDG. 
However, ISKCON India has never presented 
such a statement. And therefore, by their own 
argument, they cannot claim that Srila Prabhu- 
pada is prohibited from acting as a diksd guru. 
In both cases, whether FDG or anti-FDG, 
since Srila Prabhupada remains ISKCON’s 
diksa guru, their arguments for FDG or only 
male diksa gurus become redundant -—as then 
no successors of any sex are needed anyway! 


y 
Sie 


Sastra does not prohibit Srila 
Prabhupada remaining sole diksd guru 


Self-defeated by their arguments 


Thus, both sides in the FDG issue, which 
constitutes the whole of ISKCON’s leadership, 
agree that in order for a guru to be considered 
not supported by sastra, it requires that sastra 
specifically object to such a guru: 

FDG group: Such objection must be given 
as a “law of bhakti-yoga”. 

Anti-FDG group: Such objection must be 
given as a “Sastric injunction” prohibiting such 
a guru. 

Thus, it is accepted that the burden of 
proof to show if a guru, with certain physical 
bodily characteristics, is supported by sastra, 
is placed on those who object to such a guru. 
Hence, whether the physical bodily character- 
istic in question is a female body or no body at 
all (Srila Prabhupada), both sides have to agree 
that such a Sastric statement of objection re- 
quires to be produced. And this has not been 
done by either side in regard to a physically 
absent diksd guru (Srila Prabhupada). 

We do not need to accept these argu- 
ments as being valid. But since they accept that 
their arguments are valid, then both sides are 
self-defeated by their own arguments and thus 
must accept that Srila Prabhupada remaining 
ISKCON’s diksa guru is supported by sastra. 


Conclusion 


ISKCON’s leaders on all sides have tried 
to prohibit Srila Prabhupada from being 
ISKCON’s diksa guru by throwing around the 
word “sastra” as if it is some magic wand. 
However, if they are asked why and how Srila 
Prabhupada remaining ISKCON’s diksd guru is 
supposedly against sastra, they cannot say. Ac- 
cording to their own arguments, they have the 
burden of proof of presenting a specific state- 
ment of objection to a physically absent guru 
from sastra, in either the form of a law of bhak- 
ti-yoga or an injunction of prohibition. But they 
have never done so. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 


In the previous article, we documented how 
“sastra” is misused to falsely claim that Srila 
Prabhupada cannot remain ISKCON’s diksa 
guru. Below, by documenting yet another mis- 
use of SGstra to try to suppress Srila Prabhu- 
pada, we will fully establish how sdstra ful- 
ly supports Srila Prabhupada remaining 
ISKCON’s diksda guru. 


No basis for claims 


Referring to Srila Prabhupada remaining 
ISKCON’s diks@ guru, GBC voted-in guru HH 
Sivarama Swami (“SRS”) claims: 


1) SRS claims that “you have to accept a 


living guru”, as in physically present. Yet this 
has never been taught by Srila Prabhupada, 
nor does SRS produce any statement from 
sastra which states this. Thus, with this claim 
being proven false, it is his subsequent claim 
that accepting a guru who is not physically 
present is “more than absurd”, which is what 
is actually “absurd”. Because the basis for this 
claim - that it is compulsory to accept a living 
guru — itself has no Sastric basis! 

2) SRS then asserts that there is no “ref- 


“z= 


erence” in “sastra” to accepting a physically 
absent guru. However, there is no reference 
in sastra, for example, to specifically accept- 
ing a bona fide guru that is “white’”-bodied. 
Thus, if SRS wishes to claim that only gurus for 
which there are specific examples mentioned 
in sastra are bona fide, then the successors to 
Srila Prabhupada, including himself, are in any 


case automatically disqualified. 


Sastra gives the qualifications 


Sastra gives the qualifications required to be 
a bona fide diksa guru. Whoever satisfies such 
qualifications is thus automatically approved 
by sastra as being able to become a bona fide 
diksd guru. Caitanya-caritamrta, Madhya-lila, 
8.128 states that anyone who knows the sci- 
ence of Krsna can become a diksd guru. 

1) Thus, sdstra does not need to give exam- 
ples of diksd gurus of every possible different 
type of race in order for such gurus to become 
bona fide diksd gurus. Such gurus would sim- 
ply need to satisfy the sastric qualification re- 
quired of knowing the science of Krsna. Other- 
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wise, the sastric qualification would not be that 
they need to know the science of Krsna. The 
qualification would instead be that an example 
of such a guru must have been given in sastra. 

2) Thus, a person with a white body who 
satisfies the qualification required to be a guru 
given by sastra cannot be barred on the ba- 
sis that he does not satisfy another qualifica- 
tion—that of needing to possess an Indian 
body, for example. Because, again, such a qual- 
ification to be a guru is not stated by sastra. 

Therefore, by point 1), Srila Prabhupada 
cannot be barred on the basis that sastra does 
not give an example of a physically absent 
guru. Nor, by point 2), can Srila Prabhupada be 
barred by claiming that the guru must be “liv- 
ing”, because such a qualification to be a guru 
is not stated by sastra. Thus, objections to both 
“white” or physically absent gurus are based 
on imposing either an example or bodily re- 
quirement on who can be a diksa guru—nei- 
ther of which is stated by sastra as being a 
qualification needed to be a diksa guru. 

Thus, all that SRS and other GBC gurus 
have done is invented two fake qualifications 
to be a guru-the need for an example, and 
a physical bodily restriction —just to disquali- 
fy Srila Prabhupada. But if they applied such 
qualifications on themselves, then they could 
also be disqualified. Hence, such argumenta- 
tion is just shameless hypocrisy. 


Sastra approves Srila Prabhupada 


Therefore, gurus not possessing either 
a physical Indian body or a physical body at 
all, are already mentioned by sastra by the 
teaching that anyone who knows the science 
of Krsna can be a guru. 

Additionally, as Srila Prabhupada states in 
the purport to Srimad-Bhagavatam 4.8.54, a 
bona fide diksd guru would also need to have 
been authorised by his own diksa guru. 

It is not disputed that Srila Prabhupada al- 
ready satisfied these sastric requirements for 
being a qualified and authorised bona fide 
diks@ guru for ISKCON, since he functioned 
as such in ISKCON from 1966 onwards. Hence, 
it has to be accepted that Srila Prabhupada 
acting as ISKCON’s diksa guru is already ap- 
proved by Sastra unless sdstra further states 
that such a bona fide diksG guru automati- 


cally loses his ability to continue to act as 


diksa guru once he physically departs. But, 
as already explained in the previous section, 


this has not been taught by sastra. 


oa 2 


te 


Sivarama Swami (L): Shamelessly places 
bodily restriction on Srila Prabhupada 


Further sastric proofs 


It is not disputed that Srila Prabhupada: 

a) Continues to act as a diksd guru to his 
disciples and to spiritually interact with them. 
Otherwise, one would need to take a new diksa 
guru as soon as he physically departed -—and 
this is specifically forbidden by sastra: 

“A devotee must have only one initiat- 
ing spiritual master because in the scrip- 
tures acceptance of more than one is always 
forbidden.” 

(Cc., Adi-lila, 1.35, purport) 

b) Continues to accept siksda disciples, as 
Srila Prabhupada is accepted as always being 
the “preeminent” siks@ guru for everyone in 
ISKCON (GBC Resolution 409, 1999). 

Thus, by a), we know that sastra states that 
Srila Prabhupada has the spiritual ability to act 
as a diksd guru for new disciples. And, by b), we 
know that S@stra states that Srila Prabhupada 
can also accept diksd disciples: 

“There is no difference between the 
shelter-giving Supreme Lord and the initi- 
ating and instructing spiritual masters. If 
one foolishly discriminates between them, 
he commits an offense in the discharge of 
devotional service.” 

(Cc., Adi-lila, 1.47, purport) 

Thus, in the previous section, we proved 
that Srila Prabhupada remaining diksa guru 
is approved by sastra since he satisfies all the 
sastric requirements to be a diksa guru. The 
above offers further sastric proofs that Srila 
Prabhupada can remain ISKCON’s diksd@ guru. 


Conclusion 


Srila Prabhupada is approved by sdstra to 
continue acting as ISKCON’s diksd guru. Since 
he did not give up his position as ISKCON’s 
Acarya and diksa guru, it also means that his 
disciples are not approved by sastra to be diksa 
gurus, even if they are qualified - because they 
are not authorised by Srila Prabhupada to suc- 
ceed him as ISKCON’s diksd guru. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 
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ISKCON India’s “Rivik” Preaching 


In the article on page 5, we noted the non- 
existence of a Sastric injunction prohibiting 
a physically absent person from acting as a 
diksa guru. Such an injunction, if it had exist- 
ed, would have established the supreme pri- 
macy of the absolute necessity of the physical 
presence of the spiritual master. However, any- 
one who has even the slightest familiarity with 
Srila Prabhupada’s teachings would know that 
such a Sastric injunction could not exist when 
Srila Prabhupada has continually taught the 
exact opposite -that the physical presence of 
the spiritual master is irrelevant: 

“So we should associate by the vibra- 
tion, and not by the physical presence. That 
is real association.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Lecture, 18/8/68) 

“No physical barrier is there in the case 
of spiritual affairs.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Letter, 14/10/73) 

“Physical presence is not important.” 
(Srila Prabhupada, Room Conversation, 6/10/77) 

And so on. There are many more such 
quotes in the Appendix to The Final Order-the 
foundational document of the IRM (available 
for free on request). Yet there is not one quote 
emphasising the necessity of the physical pres- 
ence of the diksd guru. 

The “Bureau” is the legal entity that con- 
trols the whole of ISKCON India, and HG 
Rasaraja Dasa (“RRD”) has been a sen- 
ior member of this body, and thus a Trustee 
of ISKCON India, for a long time. He is also a 
GBC deputy. All quotes in the shaded box- 
es are from a video discussion held with RRD 
on 12/5/23, in which he explains Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s position in ISKCON today. 


Srila Prabhupada is here in person 


Srila Prabhupada states that the physi- 
cal presence of the spiritual master is not re- 
quired (as quoted above) because the expla- 
nations given by him in his books are enough: 

Paramahams a: “a pure devotee, when he 
comments Bhagavad-gita, someone who can 


never see him physically, but he just comes 
in contact with his commentary, explanation, 


is this the same thing?” 

Srila Prabhupada: “Yes.” 
(Morning Walk, 11/6/74) 

RRD fully agrees with these points since he 
explains that Srila Prabhupada’s physical de- 
parture is completely irrelevant due to him still 
being personally present on the planet right 
now, and thus: 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - 


1) He can actually further personally ex- 


plain what he has written in his books: 


2) He can do this and more, because Srila 
Prabhupada can personally talk to us and “tell” 
us things: 


3) He is here running the movement: 


4) He can do all this because he is here in 
person, literally: 


Preaches “rtvikism” 


Thus, RRD accepts that Srila Prabhupada is: 

1) For all intents and purposes, present 
right now on the planet personally just as he 
was when he was physically on the planet; 

2) Still running ISKCON and personally in- 
structing its members. 

RRD was not initiated by Srila Prabhupada, 
but he explains how he is practically interact- 
ing with and receiving personal instructions 
from Srila Prabhupada in a manner that is no 
less and no different to being Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s initiated disciple. Hence, RRD is clear- 
ly “not seeing any difference” between Srila 
Prabhupada’s physical presence and depar- 
ture, in regard to Srila Prabhupada being able 
to function as ISKCON’s diksa@ guru. Especially 
since RRD explicitly states that the lack of Srila 
Prabhupada’s physical body is so irrelevant 
that despite such a lack, Srila Prabhupada is 
still more present and real than our own phys- 
ical bodies! 

GBC voted-in guru HH Bhakti Vikasa Swa- 
mi (“BVKS”), who is very active in ISKCON In- 
dia, calls such a belief “rtvikism” (his term for 
the IRM’s position): 

‘I'd given a talk in which I'd compared that 
rtvikism, in one sense, it’s not seeing any differ- 


BVKS (L): Srila Prabhupada is a dead body 
RRD (R): Srila Prabhupada is our living guru 


ence between the prakata and aprakata, [...] 
when the spiritual master is present, and when 
he’s not present” 

(BVKS, Lecture, 20/1/22) 

BVKS made this statement to defend 
his claim that Srila Prabhupada is like a rot- 
ting corpse, and that one who accepts rtvi- 
kism cannot see that Srila Prabhupada is now 
“dead” (documented in B7P 71, “Attacking 
Srila Prabhupada’s Transcendence” and BTP 
72, ““Psycho” Attack on Srila Prabhupada Con- 
tinues”). Thus, by BVKS’s understanding, RRD’s 
preaching would also be “rtvikism” because: 

a) RRD accepts that Srila Prabhupada is 
still “here” and can “tell” us things, “explain” 
his books and run the movement. And thus, if 
it is accepted that Srila Prabhupada is still here 
doing everything, one cannot claim —yes, he is 
here doing everything but for some reason he 
cannot accept disciples! That would be absurd. 

b) It was possible for Srila Prabhupada to 
become one’s diksa guru when he was physi- 
cally present, and RRD states that Srila Prabhu- 
pada is still functioning as if he is physical- 
ly present- which means he can also become 
one’s diksd guru now in the same way. 


Conclusion 


We thus have two diametrically opposed 
visions given by ISKCON India’s leaders: 

a) BVKS opposing “rtvikism” on grounds 
that one cannot claim Srila Prabhupada is still 
present spiritually in exactly the same way as 
when he was physically present. 

b) RRD claiming Srila Prabhupada is still 
present here now and acting in the same way 
spiritually as when he was physically present. 

We sincerely hope the rest of ISKCON In- 
dia’s leaders are convinced by RRD’s vision 
about Srila Prabhupada’s spiritual potency 
rather than BVKS’s vision, as then the dispute 
between ISKCON and those who accept the 
IRM’s conclusion would be over. 


and be happy! 


In previous issues and IRM papers, we have 
thoroughly shown how the arguments pre- 
sented by ISKCON’s leaders to remove Srila 
Prabhupada as ISKCON’s diksa@ guru are false. 
Here we will approach the issue from the oppo- 
site angle. We will accept that their arguments 
are actually true, and then examine the conse- 
quences if this were actually so. To do this, we 
will examine the statements ISKCON’s leaders 
make regarding the key piece of evidence on 
which the guru hoax is based: a conversation 
held on May 28th, 1977 (henceforward “the 
conversation”) between Srila Prabhupada and 
his disciples. This conversation involved a se- 
ries of 6 questions posed to Srila Prabhupada, 
with each question followed by Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s answer. This series of 6 questions with 
their answers are listed verbatim in the box op- 
posite, with (S) and (T) referring to the ques- 
tions which were asked by Satsvarupa and 
Tamala Krsna Goswami, respectively. 


Answer is the opposite of question 


We refer to a slideshow presented by 
GBC member and GBC voted-in guru HH 
Badrinarayan Swami (“BAD”), and co-au- 
thored with GBC member and GBC voted-in 
guru HH Bhakti Vaibhava Swami, that was 
featured in BTP 72 article “Undefeated After a 
Quarter of a Century”. There it is claimed re- 
garding Question 1 of the conversation that: 


Srila Prabhupada is “particularly” asked 
about initiations when he is “no longer with 
us” (physically absent). It is claimed that Srila 
Prabhupada did not answer the question 
asked, but instead answered the exact opposite 
to the question he is asked and talked about 
initiations while he is physically present. Thus, 
accepting the slideshow explanation as being 
true, we have the following ‘rules’ regarding 
how Srila Prabhupada will answer a question 
that is posed to him: 

1) Srila Prabhupada will not answer the 
question he is asked. 
2) When Srila Prabhupada is asked a 
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A Guru System Dependent 


Questions posed to Srila Prabhupada on May 28th, 1977 


(S) Question 1: 


Then our next question concerns initiations in the future, particularly at that 
time when you’re no Jonger with us. We want to know how first and second 
initiation would be conducted. 


Srila Prabhupada 
Answer 1: 


Yes. | shall recommend some of you. After this is settled up, | shall recommend 
some of you to act as officiating acaryas. 


(T) Question 2: 


Is that called rtvik-acarya? 


Srila Prabhupada 
Answer 2: 
(S) Question 3: 


Rtvik, yes. 


Then what is the relationship of that person who gives the initiation and the... 


Srila Prabhupada 
Answer 3: 


He's guru. He’s guru. 


(S) Question 4: 


Srila Prabhupada 
Answer 4: 


But he does it on your behalf. 


guru, but by my order. 
(S) Question 5: 
Srila Prabhupada 
Answer 5: 

(T) Question 6: 


Yes. That is formality. Because in my presence one should not become guru, so 
on my behalf, on my order... Amara a@jhaya guru hand [Madhya 7.128]. Be actually 


Srila Prabhupada | They're his disciple. 


So they may also be considered your disciples. 
Yes, they are disciples. Why consider? Who? 


No, he’s asking that these rtvik-acaryas, they're officiating, giving diksda. Their... 
The people who they give diksd to, whose disciple are they? 


They're his disciple. 


Srila Prabhupada: | Who is initiating. His granddisciple... 


Yes. ‘ 


That's clear. 


Then we have a question concer... 


Srila Prabhupada: |... When | order you become guru, he becomes regular guru. That's all. He be- 
comes disciple of my disciple. That’s it. 


question he will answer the exact opposite 
of the question asked. 

But, if one assumes that Srila Prabhupada 
behaves in a rational manner, then he would 
answer the question he is asked, rather than 
answer the exact opposite of what he is asked. 
Especially since Srila Prabhupada does not 
state that he will not answer what he is asked 
but instead answer the opposite of what he is 
asked. 

Therefore, the only way one can claim that 
this is what Srila Prabhupada is actually doing, 
is if one has the ability to read Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s mind and determine that, yes, he has 
decided to act in this opposite manner. 


Answers must be read back to front 


The slideshow ends with the following 
conclusion about the conversation: 


It is claimed that the answer to the very 
first question Srila Prabhupada is asked is ac- 
tually given by the very /ast statement Srila 
Prabhupada made, even though in between 


there had already been 5 questions and an- 
swers given. Thus, accepting this slideshow ex- 
planation as being true, we have another ‘rule’ 
regarding how Srila Prabhupada will answer a 
question that is posed to him: 

3) Srila Prabhupada will give the answer 
to a question, not when he is asked but only 
at any later time, with that time only known 
by a GBC representative. 

Again, we may note that if it is assumed 
that Srila Prabhupada behaves in a ration- 
al manner, then he would answer a question 
when he is asked it and not later at some ran- 
dom time. Especially since Srila Prabhupada 
does not state that he will answer questions in 
some random order. 

Therefore, the only way one can claim that 
this is what Srila Prabhupada is actually doing 
is if one has the ability to read Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s mind and determine that, yes, he is ac- 
tually answering questions in this unstated 
random order. 


Yes means no! 


When BAD presented the slideshow for 
example at the San Diego ISKCON temple on 
5/12/21, he explained at the outset that: 


Then, at the end of the slideshow it lists 
these papers that the slideshow is based on: 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 
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Entirely on Mind Reading 


This GBC paper Disciple of My Disciple 
(“DOMD”), on which the slideshow is based, 
states regarding Question and Answer 5 of the 
conversation: 


However, as one can see above, Srila 
Prabhupada clearly does answer: “Yes”, to be- 
ing asked if the disciples will be his. Thus, ac- 
cepting the slideshow explanation as being 
true, we have then another ‘rule’ regarding 
how Srila Prabhupada will answer a question 
that is posed to him: 

4) When Srila Prabhupada states “yes”, 
he does not state this. 

This rule again relies on the GBC being able 
to read Srila Prabhupada’s mind and determin- 
ing that when Srila Prabhupada says “yes”, he 
does not mean “yes”. 


No orders required! 


Next we turn to the explanation for the 
conversation given by GBC voted-in guru HH 
Bhakti Vikasa Swami (“BVKS”). BVKS refers 
to the very last statement Srila Prabhupada 
makes in the conversation and claims: 


arene) ari 


In that last statement, as can clearly be 
seen from the full transcript given above, Srila 
Prabhupada states: 

“When I order you become guru, he be- 
comes regular guru.” j 

BVKS claims that Srila Prabhupada needing 
to give an order for “regular gurus” -“When | 
order you become guru, he becomes reg- 
ular guru” - means that the order has actu- 
ally been given-"There will be regular guru”. 
Thus, accepting his explanation as being true, 
we have another ‘rule’ regarding how Srila 
Prabhupada makes statements: 

5) When Srila Prabhupada talks about 
the need to give an order for something to 
happen, it actually means Srila Prabhupada 


Guru Hoax Origin 


May 28th, 1977: 11 rtviks supposedly 
earlier ordered to become diksa gurus 


Order depends on mind reading 


11 diksa gurus later expand 
into more diksa gurus 


has already given the order. 

However, it is normally assumed that Srila 
Prabhupada means what he actually states 
and not something else. Especially since Srila 
Prabhupada has never stated that when he 
states one thing, he actually means something 
else entirely. 

Therefore, the only way one can claim that 
is what Srila Prabhupada is actually doing is if 
one has the ability to read Srila Prabhupada’s 
mind and determine that: 

a) What he actually stated is not what he 
meant; 

b) What he really meant will be disclosed 
to us by an ISKCON leader. 


Guru hoax based on mind reading 


The historical facts are that: 

1) On July 9th, 1977, Srila Prabhupada 
ordered how initiations would continue in 
ISKCON: representatives (rtviks) would con- 
duct initiations on his behalf without any re- 
quirement for Srila Prabhupada’s physical 
presence, thus ensuring he would continue to 
remain ISKCON’s diksd@ guru. 

2) Subsequently, through one singular act, 
ISKCON’s leadership was able to simultaneous- 
ly achieve 2 objectives: 

a) Terminate the rtvik initiation system for 
ISKCON which Srila Prabhupada had ordered. 

b) Give birth to ISKCON’s guru hoax. 

This act was claiming that Srila Prabhu- 
pada had supposedly appointed these rtviks to 
become successor diksd gurus as soon as Srila 
Prabhupada physically departed. Without this 
claim, the rtviks would have continued to re- 
main rtviks, and thus the guru hoax also would 
not have been born. 

3) This order for these rtviks to turn into 
diksa gurus was supposedly given in the con- 


Srila Prabhupada Remains Guru 


May 28th, 1977: 


Mind reading order not given 


Rtviks remain 


Srila Prabhupada remains 
ISKCON’s diksa guru 


versation, providing we accept the “interpre- 
tation” of the conversation given by ISKCON’s 
leaders just documented -—as being true. Be- 
cause then it can be claimed that Srila Prabhu- 
pada is speaking about his disciples becoming 
“regular guru” or diksd guru to give “initiations 
in the future, particularly at that time when 
you're no longer with us.” 

4) However, this “interpretation” depends 
entirely on claiming that one can read Srila 
Prabhupada’s mind, and not on what was actu- 
ally stated as answers to the questions he was 
asked, as we have just documented. 
Therefore: 

a) The guru hoax — Depends on — May 28th 
conversation interpretation; 

b) May 28th conversation interpretation — 
Depends on —> Mind reading. 

Hence: 

c) Guru hoax — Depends on — Mind-reading. 

This is all explained by the diagram above. 


Conclusion 


If we accept that what ISKCON’s leaders 
state is true, it means that we must also ac- 
cept the consequences of such an acceptance. 
And the consequence is that it would mean 
ISKCON’s leaders must possess magical mind 
reading powers. However, there is no evidence 
that they possess such powers to read Srila 
Prabhupada’s mind. Nor, to be fair to them, 
have they even claimed to be able to read 
Srila Prabhupada’s mind. But without invest- 
ing ISKCON’s leaders with such magical mind 
reading powers, the guru hoax collapses, and 
Srila Prabhupada remains ISKCON’s diksd guru. 
Hence, using this innovative approach of just 
accepting that ISKCON’s leaders’ arguments 
are true, actually leads to further powerful evi- 
dence for why they are in fact false! 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 


In the previous article, we examined the con- 
sequence of accepting ISKCON’s leaders’ claims 
as being true. The consequence was that the 
guru hoax depends entirely on assuming that 
ISKCON’s leaders possess mind reading pow- 
ers! Below we examine the further consequenc- 
es that arise from such an acceptance. 


Inventing a new epistemology 


The normal system is to get knowledge 
by reading Srila Prabhupada’s words and ac- 
cepting what they say literally. However, if we 
accept the 5 “mind reading” rules document- 
ed in the previous article for how we must un- 
derstand Srila Prabhupada’s statements, then 
such “rules” could be applied to anything Srila 
Prabhupada states. Which would mean that 
whatever Srila Prabhupada states could not be 
understood directly. Rather, it would have to 
be understood via ISKCON’s leaders first read- 
ing Srila Prabhupada’s mind and then inform- 
ing us what Srila Prabhupada is “actually” try- 
ing to say. 

Thus, ISKCON’s leadership has had to in- 
vent a brand new system of epistemology just 
to circumvent the rtvik system given by Srila 
Prabhupada and establish the guru hoax! 


Zonal “appointment theory” 


Another consequence of accepting the 
mind reading rules is that it explicitly links 
“rtviks” with “regular guru” or diksd guru. It is 


claimed in the slideshow mentioned in the 
previous article, that when Question 6 is asked: 


However, Question 6 specifically asks 
about rtviks: 

“No, he’s asking that these rtvik-acaryas 
[...] they give diksa...” 

Thus, this would mean that it is claimed 
that the statement about “regular guru” or 
diksa guru which comes after Question 6 
would apply to these rtviks. Hence, the con- 
sequence would be that Srila Prabhupada is 
supposedly appointing rtviks who were to 
become diksa gurus. Thus, Srila Prabhupada 
would therefore actually be appointing diksa 
gurus via first appointing them as rtviks. How- 
ever, ISKCON’s leadership had already rejected 
this theory long ago: 

“Myself and the other GBC have done the 
greatest disservice to this movement the last 
three years because we interpreted the appoint- 
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ment of ritviks as the appointment of gurus.” 
(HH Tamala Krsna Goswami, 3/12/80, one of the 
11 rtviks, quoted in GBC’s ISKCON Journal, 1990) 
Thus, another consequence of accepting 
this current mind reading interpretation from 
ISKCON’s leaders is that they have been forced 
to resurrect an appointment theory which they 
themselves had discarded long ago. 


GBC’s ‘official’ theory 


In 2004, the GBC passed Resolution 409, 
which stated about the May 28th, 1977 con- 
versation (henceforward “the conversation”): 


1) This is all the resolution states about the 
conversation, and thus the existence of the 11 
appointed rtviks is not even mentioned. 

2) Therefore, the term “his disciples” here 
must refer to all of Srila Prabhupada’s disciples 
and thus it is claimed that the conversation 
asks all of them in general to “become regu- 
lar gurus” or diks@ gurus. But it is not claimed 
that Srila Prabhupada ordered all his disciples 
to become diksda gurus - only that he “intend- 
ed” it. Nor that it should even happen on his 
physical departure, but only at any time after 
it. Thus, the GBC is not even claiming that Srila 
Prabhupada ordered the 11 disciples appoint- 
ed as rtviks to become “regular gurus” or diksa 
gurus on his physical departure. 


No rtvik -> diksa guru order 


After ISKCON’s leadership rejected “the 
diksa gurus were appointed” theory, they still 
needed a non-appointment way to explain 
how exactly the 11 rtviks stopped being rt- 
viks and instead became diksa gurus on Srila 
Prabhupada’s physical departure. Thus, over 
the years, they came up with 5 theories. 

1) Rtviks’ own personal desire 

“So it stands to reason that after Prabhu- 
pada’s departure, they [the 11 rtviks] would go 
on, if they so desired, to initiate.” 

(HH Tamala Krsna Goswanii, one of the 11 rtviks, 
3/12/80) 

2) Srila Prabhupada’s “hope” 

“Prabhupada’s ritvik appointment therefore 
indicated, those whom he hoped would be able 
to become actual gurus; but he did not appoint 
them gurus.” 

(Under My Order, Ravindra Svarupa Dasa, 1985) 


Srila Prabhupada: Desperate 
theories fail to remove him as guru 


3) Through a ‘nod and a wink’ 

“obliquely and at arm’s length. He appoint- 
ed 17 ritvik gurus [...] this was anod [...] anod 
in their direction.” 


(Ravindra Svarupa Dasa, San Diego Debate, Jan- 
uary 1990) 

4) “Intended” it happen someday 

GBC’s “official” theory —see previous section 
(GBC Resolution 409, 2004) 

5) The GBC voted them in 

“because the GBC voted that | should serve 
Prabhupdda as a bona fide guru” 

(HH Hridayananda Dasa Goswami, one of the 11 
rtviks, 18/4/14, personal website) 

But, as can be noted, all of these theories 
have a fatal failing in that they all accept that 
Srila Prabhupada did not order the 11 rtviks to 
become diksa gurus on his physical departure. 


Conclusion 


Everything hinges on 11 rtviks turning into 
diksa gurus on Srila Prabhupada’s physical de- 
parture, otherwise the rtviks would remain as 
rtviks, and the guru hoax would not have be- 
gun. Therefore, in their desperation to con- 
coct something to justify this happening, we 
can note that ISKCON’s leadership: 

1) First claimed the rtviks were appointed 
to become diksd gurus; 

2) Then rejected this appointment theory; 

3) Then offered 5 alternative theories for 
how the rtviks became diksd gurus, but all the 
theories accepted that Srila Prabhupada did 
not order the rtviks to turn into diksad gurus on 
Srila Prabhupada’s physical departure. 

4) Hence, in desperation, ISKCON’s leaders 
have now resorted to: 

a) Mind reading; 

b) Thus, inventing a new epistemology; 

c) And again taking shelter of the appoint- 
ment theory they had begun with and already 
rejected as being false! 

Desperation indeed! 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — and be happy! 
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Why preach to ISKCON? 


“Why do you think Prabhupada did not 
elect amongst the 11 original Rtviks some oth- 
er devotees who would have followed his ac- 
tual orders? As their guru, he must have known 
who they were and had insight into their devo- 
tional desires, or were the original 11 Rtviks just 
the best of a bad bunch of his disciples? 

| would like to know that if Prabhupada 
had selected some of the present day IRM peo- 
ple to be Rtviks back then, could you honestly 
say that you would have not gone down the 
path of the original 11? 

| am wondering why you try to distrib- 
ute Back To Prabhupdda at ISKCON festivals 
which according to yourself have deviated 
from Prabhupada’s mission and are more like- 
ly to elicit rage and anger than a receptive au- 
dience? 

If we were to follow Prabhupada’s exam- 
ple when his spiritual master’s mission was 
taken over by deviating disciples, Prabhu- 
pada did not go to the temples and festivals 
of his deviant Godbrothers but instead went 
out amongst the yet to be devotees. Do you 
have any temples or major festivals at which 
you can attract conditioned souls? 

Regards,” 

- Visvareta Dasa, Brisbane, Australia 

Editor replies: 

1) We cannot speculate as to why Srila 
Prabhupada may have taken an action. What 
we know is that when he was selecting the rt- 
viks, he selected from those who were “senior 
sannyasis”: 

Srila Prabhupada: “the senior sannyaGsis...” 
Tamala Krsna: “So they should continue to...” 
Srila Prabhupada: “You can give mea list 
of sannyasis. | will mark who will...” 
(Room Conversation, 7/7/77) 

Given the propensity for any conditioned 
soul to make mistakes and cheat (which are 
two of the 4 defects of the conditioned soul), 
it would appear that Srila Prabhupada decid- 
ed to therefore simply pick from the most sen- 
ior men. 

2) As to whether or not [RM members 
would have deviated like the 11 rtviks did, one 
can simply say that being conditioned souls 
we cannot guarantee that we would not have 
deviated if placed in the same position. 

3) You ask why we preach amongst 
ISKCON devotees who may not be receptive to 
our message. Because we have to try to help 
them see the truth about Srila Prabhupada’s 
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orders, since many of them did join the move- 
ment due to being attracted by Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s teachings. And thus, at least in theory, 
they are seriously interested in Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s teachings. Therefore, they, probably 
more than anyone else, deserve to at least be 
given the opportunity to come to know about 
these teachings in their original true form. And 
we have found that some have ended up ap- 
preciating the message. 

4) Srila Prabhupada established Lord 
Caitanya’s movement in the form of ISKCON 
because he had been ordered by his spiritual 
master to do so. But we are not Srila Prabhu- 
pada. In the last issue’s Interactive section, we 
answered at length the question of why the 
IRM concentrates on preaching within ISKCON 
to devotees rather than the general pub- 
lic. We refer you to that answer given to Na- 
dia Prakash Dasa, of Varna, Bulgaria. We note 
that you categorise preaching to the public as 
being preaching to the “conditioned souls”. 
However, those persons who are being mis- 
led within ISKCON are also conditioned souls! 


Propagating Krsna consciousness 


“Stop the BTP magazine and use that mon- 
ey to propagating Krsna consciousness.” 
- Paramasamy Premasiri, London, UK 

Editor replies: 

1) You are under the mistaken understand- 
ing that the information which BTP contains is 
not part of Krsna consciousness, and therefore 
we should use our resources for “propagating 
Krsna consciousness” instead of on BTP. This 
information, technically called guru-tattva, or 
the truth about the guru, is not only very much 
part of Krsna consciousness, but actually the 
very first step in Krsna consciousness, without 
which one cannot even begin Krsna conscious- 
ness. Without knowing who the guru is, and 
how one should serve him, one cannot move 
forward in Krsna consciousness. Srila Prabhu- 
pada established that every morning one must 
chant the Gurvastakam prayers to the spiritual 
master. And, indeed, in every ISKCON temple 
these prayers are still chanted every morning. 
Verse 8 of these prayers states: 

“By the mercy of the spiritual mas- 
ter one receives the benediction of Krsna. 


Without the grace of the spiritual master, 


one cannot make any advancement.” 
2) BTP is dedicated to ensuring that such 


mercy from Srila Prabhupada is made possi- 
ble, by: 


Srila Prabhupada: The truth about 
his order is Krsna consciousness 


a) Establishing that Srila Prabhupada is 
that spiritual master whom one must accept 
and worship; 

b) Presenting his teachings in their un- 
changed form; 

c) Combatting deviations away from Srila 
Prabhupada’s teachings, which are insidi- 
ously being presented as actually being Srila 
Prabhupada’s teachings. 

By doing these things, it is possible for 
people to not be misled away from Srila 
Prabhupada’s teachings and thus be eligible 
for receiving his mercy. Which in turn will en- 
able one to advance in Krsna consciousness. 
Otherwise, without receiving this mercy, it is 
not possible to make any progress in Krsna 
consciousness. Therefore, BTP is definitely, 
at least in theory, very much contributing to 
Krsna consciousness — unless of course you can 
show that BTP does not engage in activities a) 
to c) above. But you have not even attempt- 
ed to do this. 

3) It is because you have not understood 
guru-tattva that you are thinking that BTP is 
not part of Krsna consciousness. But because 
you have not understood guru-tattva is exactly 
the reason why you very much need BTP! 


Rejecting bogus gurus 


“Dear Krishnakant Prabhu, 

Please accept my humble obeisances. 

All Glories to Srila Prabhupada! 

Question: For initiated devotees who came 
across The Final Order after having taken diksa 
initiation in the current Multi Acdrya system, 
what would be the proper etiquette to ap- 
proach Guru and reject him on the strength of 
Srila Prabhupada’s final instruction? Has IRM 
set a protocol to be followed regarding this 
situation? 

Best regards,” 


- Nestor Gonzalez, Eindhoven, The Netherlands 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 
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Editor replies: 

We do not have a protocol as such, but | 
can tell you what people who have done this 
have told us they did: 

Having realised their ‘guru’ is not an au- 
thorised bona fide guru at all, they have sim- 
ply stopped following and worshipping such 
an unauthorised person, focusing only on Srila 
Prabhupada instead, and some have written 
them a letter explaining what they have done 
and why. 

“Hello, | hope this message finds you well. 
| practise a few rounds daily as well as at- 
tempt to read original teachings and prac- 
tices. | found your page and am glad | did 
(iskconirm.com). Is it okay to continue to prac- 
tise alone until such a time as ISKCON is fixed 
or updated? | am not an initiated member but 
try to live my life according to the teachings 
laid out by the founder. Many thanks, “ 

- Joseph Williams, Bradford, UK 

Editor replies: 

This is a question we get a lot, especially 
since many people are understandably cau- 
tious and wary about trusting ISKCON. We 
have therefore provided a dedicated web- 
page which answers this question in consider- 
able detail here: iskconirm.com/visiting 


Only one type of guru 


“Hare Krsna, Prabhu, 

Please send me quotes, lectures, referenc- 
es, etc., regarding initiation from a non-living 
guru 

Thanks. Warm Regards.” 

- Sanjay Prajapati, Mumbai, India 

Editor replies: 

1) Your question assumes that there is a 
difference between a physically present and a 
physically absent (“non-living”) guru. Because, 
without such an assumption, your question 
makes no sense, nor would you even ask such 
a question. Just as if you had asked for quotes 
and references for initiation from a “non-Indi- 
an” guru, it would mean you had first assumed 
that there is a difference between an Indian- 
bodied and white-bodied guru. But you would 
need to first prove that your assumption, that 
such a difference exists, is correct. 

2) But if no such differences existed, then 
you would only need references for getting in- 
itiated by a bona fide guru, because this would 
then automatically cover gurus of all races as 
well as physically present and physically ab- 


sent gurus. One would not need to search 
separately for evidence to take initiation from 
each type of guru. 

And there is no difference between a phys- 
ically present and physically absent guru in 
terms of being able to accept disciples. Please 
see the articles on pages 5 and 6 which ad- 
dress this point. 

And the evidence that one must accept-4 
bona fide guru is not disputed and is abun- 
dant-for example please see Bhagavad-gita 
4.34. 


Nonsense Challenges 


This is a column in which we answer var- 
ious challenges that our readers have come 
across and forwarded to us for answering, and 
they are presented in the shaded boxes below. 


1) This announces that there will be some 
“proof” directly from “Srila Prabhupada’s 
mouth” that the fact that Srila Prabhupada is 
ISKCON’s diks@ guru (which guru hoax sup- 
porters label “rtvik") is false. However, the 
reference given presents only the series of 6 
questions and answers which took place on 
May 28th, 1977, and which we covered on 
pages 8-9. Therein, we noted that one needs 
to use mind reading to reach conclusions that 
constitute “proof” that the IRM’s position — that 
Srila Prabhupada is ISKCON’s diks@ guru—is not 
correct. But since no such mind reading pow- 
ers have been proven to exist, this so-called 
“proof” also does not exist. 

2) The article on pages 8-9 dealt specifi- 
cally with’ assuming that thesarguments giv- 
en by the guru hoaxers were true and'accept= 
ing the mind reading which resulted from that: 
But what if we do not use mind reading? Then 
what are we left with? We are left ‘with two 
things: Sree a 

a) Srila Pabhepide is asked how initi- 
ations will go on after his physical depar- 
ture and he answers “officiating Gcarya/rtvik”. 
These are complete answers, because after giv- 
ing them Srila Prabhupada stops speaking and 
allows other questions to continue. 

b) Srila Prabhupada then emphasises 


Srila Prabhupada: Gave direct orders 
which require no mind reading 


*3* times that in order for such rtviks to then 
change into diksa@ gurus, it would actually re- 
quire an order for that to happen: 

“On my order”; 

“Be actually guru, but by my order”; 

“When | order you become guru”. 

Thus, absent the mind reading, you are left 
with: 

i) The fact that rtviks will conduct initia- 
tions after Srila Prabhupada physically departs; 

ii) The condition that for these rtviks to 
become diksd gurus will require an order. 

3) Was such an order for the rtviks to turn 
into diks@ gurus on Srila Prabhupada’s physi- 
cal departure given? There are 3 possibilities. It 
was given before this May 28th, 1977 conversa- 
tion, during it, or after it. 

i) Before: If Srila Prabhupada was refer- 
ring to an order he had already given then he 
would have said: 

“When | had ordered you become guru” 

rather than: 

“When | order you become guru”. 

Even if one claims that Srila Prabhupada 
was referring to a previous order, no one has 
produced such a “become guru” order which 
states that rtviks would instantly turn into diksa 
gurus as soon as Srila Prabhupada physically 
departs. This is what would have been needed 
for the rtviks to have ceased functioning as rt- 
viks as soon as — yaaa scion de 
a 4 pl 
During: There is no order: ie for any- 
ae kis the conversation. Rather, we have 
Srila Prabhuipada stating he will recommend 
rtvikssofficiating Gcaryas afterwards, followed 
by a further 4 questions and answers. That's 
all. No orders for diks@ gurus or anything‘else.’ 

iii) After: After May 28th, 1977, Srila 
Prabhupada only gives an order for-rtviks on 
July 9th, 1977, just as he stated in this conver- 
sation he was going to do. No orders for these 
rtviks to then turn into diks@ gurus were:given. 
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Hence, there was no order for rtviks to turn 
into diks@ gurus on Srila Prabhupada’s physi- 
cal departure. 

4) What about Srila Prabhupada using the 
words “grand-disciple” and “disciple of my dis- 
ciple”? However, ironically, this is the strongest 
evidence that Srila Prabhupada had ordered 
rtviks to initiate on his behalf after his physical 
departure. Why? Because right before he uses 
these words, Srila Prabhupada is asked: 

“So they may also be considered your disci- 
ples.” 

To which Srila Prabhupada replies: 

“Yes, they are disciples.” 

He cannot here be referring to: 

a) The disciples of his disciples because 
Srila Prabhupada immediately makes a point 
next of stating that if diksG gurus were to ex- 
ist, then they would not be his disciples, but his 
“grand-disciples” and “disciple of my disciple”. 

b) Nor, can the question and answer be 
referring to initiations in Srila Prabhupada’s 
physical presence, since Srila Prabhupada had 
just stated that in his physical presence the dis- 
ciples are his - 

“Because in my presence one should not 
become guru” 

(Previous statement made by Srila Prabhu- 
pada) 

—and thus, the question had already just 
been asked and answered. 

Therefore, if we put Srila Prabhupada’s two 
statements together, we have Srila Prabhu- 
pada saying regarding initiations after his 
physical disappearance: 

i) Yes, they are disciples. 

ii) They are not disciples (but grand-disci- 
ple, disciple of my disciple). 

There is only way these two statements, 
spoken consecutively, can make sense. And 
that is if no. ii) was speaking about what would 
happen if Srila Prabhupada were to order diksa 
gurus. Which is exactly what he states: 

“his grand-disciple ... When | order you 
become guru, he becomes regular guru. 
That’s all. He becomes disciple of my disci- 
ple.” 

Thus, statement no. i) is definite - yes, they 
are disciples. 

But statement no. ii) is conditional, linked 
to diksd gurus being ordered. 

Therefore, in conclusion, without mind 
reading, all we have is “proof” for rtviks, not 
diksa gurus, being ordered to conduct ini- 
tiations, for after Srila Prabhupada’s phys- 
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ical departure. 


1) The very first statement made is incor- 
rect. Srila Prabhupada did name a temple af- 
ter himself: 

“Formerly, this place, Manor, was 
known as Piggot’s Manor. Now we have 
named Bhaktivedanta Manor.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Lecture, 22/8/73) 

This refers to Bhaktivedanta Manor, the 
largest ISKCON temple in Europe. 

2) Srila Prabhupada also did “make rtviks”. 
He did this in the July 9th, 1977 directive. 

3) It is claimed that the IRM is “nonsense”. 
But the IRM simply states that ISKCON should 
be managed according to Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s desires. Thus, if one claims that want- 
ing ISKCON to be run as Srila Prabhupada de- 
sired is “nonsense”, then it is actually the per- 
son who makes such a claim who is “non- 
sense” —as there is nothing wrong in obeying 
Srila Prabhupada. 


Appreciation 


“Thank you for putting together the book 
“The Authorized Bhagavatam”. As | mentioned 
earlier, it has reinforced my belief that we need 
to read what Srila Prabhupada has given to us 
and not just a person who is adept at San- 
skrit- you clarified this several years ago. 

Thank you for continuing to help fallen 
souls like me to get the transcendental light 
of our spiritual master Srila Prabhupada! Ever 
grateful for your service!! | now completely un- 
derstand your service as a true Vaisnava who 
is never dependent on anyone else other than 
the spiritual master and Lord Krishna-you are 
inspiring by your behaviour!! 

Please pardon my offences. Please con- 
tinue your outstanding service. Thank you for 
your spiritual guidance. 

Your servant,” 

- Piyush Ahuja, Chennai, India 

“Thanks a lot beforehand! Continue your 
excellent work!” 

- Joachim Roeber, Hamburg, Germany 

“Hare Krsna, 

| write you to convey my cordial gratitude 
towards “Know The Truth” of BTP. | will be glad 
to step forward to the light of truth. 


Srila Prabhupada: 
IRM follows his desires 


With Best Regards,” 
- Anupam Sarker, Khulna, Bangladesh 

“Thank you for your continued persever- 
ance in presenting Prabhupada’s teachings. 

Best regards,” 
- Rammohan Dasa, Vienna, Austria 

“Hare Krsna, Prabhu, it is my pleasure to 
contribute the best | can according to my lim- 
itations. Recently, we just got and started 2 
farm communities we are working on and the 
preaching in Mexico City, one of these farm 
communities was from ISKCON devotees, but 
no more. They are following Srila Prabhupada 
as it must be done. | think you will like to read 
that actually, we sent them TFO and discussed 
with them at the point that they got convinced 
by the irrefutable proofs. My wife also was into 
Vrinda but got convinced too, so your service 
is highly appreciated and needed here!” 
- Krsna Kisor Dasa, Mexico City, Mexico 

“Thanking you for guiding us to the right 
direction.” 
- Dipeswar Boro, Guwahati, India 

“Dear Krishnakant Prabhu, 

Many thanks for your important service.” 
- Balarama Dasa, Queensland, Australia 

“lam profusely happy to know that BACK 
TO PRABHUPADA is now come. Tremendously 
happy for that. | am eager to receive my copy 
of BACK TO PRABHUPADA.” 
- Uttam Kumar Dey, Patna, Bihar 

“Thanks for your amazing service. Prabhu- 
pada is glorious. Thank you for everything!” 
- Dora Nasri, Saint Etienne, France 

“Thank you for your service to Srila Prabhu- 
pada. Your servant,” 
- Patita Pavana Dasa, San Francisco, USA 

“Love your magazine. May Lord Krsna em- 
power you to achieve ultimate success in es- 
tablishing Srila Prabhupada as the only guru 
in ISKCON. Hare Krsna.” 
- Sunanda Parashar, California, USA 

“| currently receive BTP magazine for which 
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Srila Prabhupada: 
The conduit of Krsna’s mercy 


lam very grateful. You are doing a great work 
in striving to return ISKCON to what Prabhu- 
pada desired. 

Thank you,” 

- Russ Thomas, Georgia, USA 

“Dear Krishnakant Prabhu, 

Please accept my obeisances, all glories 
to Srila Prabhupada. | know that everything 
| have, even on the material level, is by your 
mercy only. Since | translate The Final Order, | 
realize more and more your mercy upon all the 
fallen souls of this Kali Yuga. You are the real 
servant of Srila Prabhupada, and I’m honoured 
to help a little bit in that mission. 

I'm distributing more and more the French 
Final Order (La Derniére Directive) and it is re- 
ally enlivening to do so. As time running, we 
understand more deeply that the only and 
sole business is to become Krsna conscious. 
Thanks to help us to do so by denouncing reg- 
ularly the wrongs going on in the name of Srila 
Prabhupada. 

| say often that 42 years ago, when | said 
that | had stopped eating meat, people used 
to look at me in a strange way with wonder, 
what I’m going to eat? But nowadays, there are 
no more questions, even they could ask: Veg- 
etarian? Or vegan... It has turned to be more 
common now. In the same way, your preach- 
ing is doing its job, and more and more peo- 
ple are turning their mind towards the idea 
that Srila Prabhupada is the sole diksa guru of 
ISKCON. Of course, it is not that they adopt the 
conclusion of TFO wholeheartedly immediate- 
ly, false ego is breaking a lot, but little by little 
things are changing. So great hope for the fu- 
ture. Looking forward to hear about you. 

Your servant in the mission of Srila Prabhu- 
pada,” 

- Anandamaya Dasa Adhikari, Isan, Thailand 

Editor replies: 

Thank you very much for your kind words 
but | wish to clarify a very important point. 


What has happened to you is entirely and 
solely due to having received Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s mercy-—not mine. On the contrary, it 
is not possible for me, due to being a fallen 
soul of Kali-yuga, to be giving “mercy” to an- 
yone-rather | am much in need of it myself. 

“lam willing to read the book 700 Devi- 
ations: The life and teachings of HH Sivarama 
Swami. Since a few years | was willing to take 
diksha from an ISKCON guru but before that | 
am willing to read the book. 

Thanks and regards,” 

- Pradip Kumar Datta, Assam, India 

Editor replies: 

Yes, it is very important to at least study 
the issue before making such a life-long com- 
mitment. There is no need to make such vital 
decisions blindly. So many people who have 
studied have then thanked us for saving them 
from making the biggest mistake of their lives. 

“Thank you for your service to Srila Prabhu- 
pada. Hare Krsna.” 

- Charlie Grandgent, Florida, USA 

“| would like to read more about Srila 
Prabhupada’s instructions after his departure 
because Kali Yuga is becoming stronger day 
by day and we need to have Srila Prabhupada 
back with us through his vibrations. Please 
send me a copy of Back To Prabhupdda and | 
hope | can receive His mercy to help me.” 

- Mavish Ragnath, Phoenix, Mauritius 

“Thank you for your continued efforts in 
serving Srila Prabhupada and Vaisnavas eve- 
rywhere.” 

- Joshua Zimmerman, Indiana, USA 

“Ok, you are right on so many things, | was 
wrong to judge the actions of a senior devotee 
without proper knowledge. I’m sorry, will you 
forgive me for offending you so we can once 
again bring a revival of standards.” 

- John Olesky, Florida, USA 

“All glories to all the sincere followers of 
Prabhupada worldwide. The Final Order book 
Ki Jai. Defending Prabhupada’s authority to 
set up a Rtvik system of initiations! Very deter- 
mined after 25 years or more of struggle!!! Vic- 
tory for Prabhupada must come. Failure is not 
an option. Great service, Krishnakant Prabhu!!! 
Jai! May Srila Prabhupada’s blessings always 
be with your good self! Hare Krsna!” 

- Sudarshan Dasa, Arouca, Trinidad and Tobago 

“Hare Krsna, 

Please accept my humble obeisances and 


all glories to Srila Prabhupada! 

Singapore has a lot of such corruption in 
relation to what the movement is supposed to 
be. Commercialisation and Money Talks in to- 
day’s ISKCON and ISKM, etc. | was turned off 
by what happened after Srila Prabhupada’s 
Day of “Disappearance” and how people then 
claimed themselves to be Maha Gurus and 
Acharyas themselves, changed and misled, 
misinformed as well as abused innocent devo- 
tees. Hare Krsna, thank you for saving me from 
the current corrupted GBC and ISKCON which 
are not what Srila Prabhupada preached and 
taught.” 

- Ellie Lee, Singapore 

“BACK TO PRABHUPADA KI JAYA!” 
- Srimaya Dasa, Pattaya, Thailand 

“Mind blowing edition. Explosive issue!! 
Krishnakant has outdone himself this time. 
Spot on as usual.” 

- Gita Suchak, London, UK 

“Hare Krsna, Krishnakant Prabhu. 

Please accept my obeisances. All glories to 
Srila Prabhupada. 

Thanks for your kind nectar gift of truth, 
as usual, arriving at an auspicious time. An- 
other great issue! Thank you for your posting 
my appreciation comments. Appreciated your 
steady service. Looking forward to reading 
these issues of the fabulous Back To Prabhu- 
pada well written. ISKCON mis-leadership def- 
initely needs to follow Srila Prabhupada’s or- 
ders, not be blinded by prejudice assuming 
they must somehow be successor gurus. 

Blessings to you and your team. Taking this 
Issue with me to Vrndavana for Kartika, pass it 
on and to honor Srila Prabhupada on his dis- 
appearance day. Stay healthy and safe in these 
times of government agendas. Your service is 
needed. 

Your lowly servant,” 

- Rathayatra Dasa, Bangalore, India 

“Hare Krsna, Krishnakant Prabhu, 

Lord Sri Krsna practised politics in His pas- 
time in Vrndavana in His youth, especially with 
His mother and father, and in Mathura with 
many of the historical accounts in the Mahab- 
harata. So we shouldn't be surprised with neo- 
phyte devotees using politics to condone their 
reasons to bully themselves into positions of 
“As good as God Gurus”. Therefore, thank you, 
to make us aware of this so that we don’t fall 
into the same trap. 

Your humble servant,” 

- Ananta Sesa Dasa, New South Wales, Australia 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 
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Taking the Guru Hoax to Television 


Recently, a TV programme titled “Krishnas: 
Gurus. Karma. Murder” was broadcast inter- 
nationally by Peacock, which is a major stream- 
ing service with 30 million paid subscribers. 
The programme is advertised as being about 
“Krishna devotees who discover their movement 
has been corrupted by greed, lust for power, and 
vengeance.” The quotes in the shaded boxes 
are taken from this programme. 


Lying about the Guru Hoax 


The above statement is made by Bhaga- 


van Dasa (“BD”), one of the original 11 “rt- 
viks” who then became a “zonal Gc@rya” guru 
and usurped Srila Prabhupada’s position as 
ISKCON’s diks@ guru after Srila Prabhupada’s 
physical departure. And this statement is an 
outright lie. Srila Prabhupada never stated on 
his “deathbed”, or anywhere else, that “I will 
name some of you to be gurus”. Nor did he in 
fact ever name any gurus. He did name dev- 
otees on July 9th, 1977, to specifically be his 
representatives (rtviks) who would accept all 
future persons who join ISKCON to be his ini- 
tiated disciples. Thus, by this act, Srila Prabhu- 
pada actually continued to name only himself 
to be the guru for ISKCON. 


Guru Hoax self-contradiction 


HH Hridayananda Dasa Goswami (“HD”) 
is another one of the original 11 rtviks cum 
“zonal Gcarya” gurus who usurped Srila 
Prabhupada’s position as ISKCON’s diksd guru. 
HD claims: 


Thus, HD claims that he became a guru 
“suddenly”, and this was due to getting a let- 
ter in the mail. But HD’s own statements would 


contradict this. For HD has already claimed 
that he became a guru via having been vot- 
ed to become one by the GBC at the 1978 
Mayapur meetings: 

“In the 1978 Mayapur GBC meeting [...] the 
GBC voted that | should serve Prabhupdda as a 
bona fide guru” 

(HD’s personal website, 19/4/14) 

However, the facts about this event are 

that: 


1) HD himself attended this meeting as a 
member of that very same GBC. 

2) Thus, according to HD’s account, HD, as 
part of the GBC, voted that he should become 
a guru. 

Thus, his guruship came about due to a 
vote and not a letter. 


Being on Prabhupada’s level 


After HD became a guru: 

a) He adopted the honorific title “His Di- 
vine Grace”. The GBC accepted that this title 
implied a status on the level of Srila Prabhu- 


pada because they passed a resolution that 
this honorific should no longer be used by 
any ISKCON gurus (GBC Resolution 406, 1999), 
whereas it is the title that had always been 
used to address Srila Prabhupada. 

b) He adopted the honorific title “Acary- 
adeva”, which Srila Prabhupada explains can 
only be used by one who: 

“always engages in unalloyed devo- 
tional service to the Supreme Personality 
of Godhead. By this test he is known to bea 
direct manifestation of the Lord” 

(Cc., Adi-lila, 1.46, purport) 

This qualification is so exalted that it is not 
enough that one engages in “unalloyed” de- 
votion, but one must also do this “always”, 
and thus one is a “direct” manifestation of the 


Lord. Srila Prabhupada is clearly such an exalt- 
ed personality. 

Thus, through the adoption of such hon- 
orific titles, HD was communicating to his dis- 
ciples and the world at large that his “divine” 
position as a “direct” manifestation of the Lord 
was on a similar level to Srila Prabhupada. 


“Ex-Nazi” gurus 


Kirtanananda (“KID”) was one of HD's 
original 11 rtvik cum “zonal Gcarya” colleagues, 
who, like HD, also usurped Srila Prabhupada’s 
position as ISKCON’s diksa@ guru. By the end 
of the programme, KID’s crimes and convic- 


Cage 
Hridayananda (R) glorified 
Kirtanananda (L) as a pure devotee 


tion for them-including conspiracy to mur- 
der and sentencing to 30 years in prison-had 
been documented. The above statement was 
HD’s final statement in the programme and 
he complains bitterly about the “guilt by as- 
sociation” with KID’s crimes. That just as peo- 
ple challenge those who were Nazis regard- 
ing what they were doing and how implicated 
they were when Hitler was in power; then as 
a fellow “zonal Gcarya” guru colleague of KID, 
HD is also similarly challenged. Well, we know 
exactly what HD was doing whilst KID was in 
power and doing all his criminal nonsense. HD 
was actually glorifying KID in the most sacred 
place possible-HD’s version of the holy scrip- 
ture, Srimad-Bhagavatam: 

“we are happily resting in the New Vrinda- 
ban community, founded by His Divine Grace Ki- 
rtanananda Swami Bhaktipada” 

(HD, Srimad-Bhagavatam, 11.7.6, purport, 1st 
printing, 1982) 

The GBC resolution 406, 1999 mentioned 
in the last section also banned all honorific ti- 
tles ending in “pada”. Thus, they accepted that 
such honorific titles implied a status on the 
level of Srila Prabhupada, since this honorif- 
ic is how Srila Prabhupada had always been 
addressed. Therefore, by honouring KID with 
not one but two titles, “His Divine Grace” and 
“Bhaktipada”, which were acknowledged as 
being applicable in ISKCON to Srila Prabhu- 
pada, HD broadcast to the world that KID was 
supposedly a most exalted devotee on the lev- 
el of Srila Prabhupada. 


Conclusion 


To know the truth, one cannot rely on 
ISKCON’s leaders. ISKCON members, like those 
who watch this programme, will continue to 
be duped in regard to the details of the guru 
hoax. Whereas those who read B7P will live in 
the truth as the IRM continues to remain vigi- 
lant to stop people being misled. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 


Personal Attacks v. Philosophy 


Those who claim to follow a philosophy may not follow it correctly or may misuse it for self-aggrandisement, even though the philosophy itself 
may be perfect. Thus, the behaviour of the followers of a philosophy in and of itself tells us nothing about the validity of the philosophy they claim 
to follow. Indeed, when one is unable to rebut a perfect philosophy, a common tactic is to instead attack the supposed errant behaviour of those 
who claim to be following the perfect philosophy. 

In BTP 19, Editorial, we highlighted the Great Guru Hoax Part 3, wherein, just as GBC gurus misuse Srila Prabhupada’s teachings to replace Srila 
Prabhupada as the diksa@ guru-the Great Guru Hoax Parts 1 and 2—some also claim to accept that Srila Prabhupada is still ISKCON’s diksd guru (la- 
belled “rtviks” by ISKCON leaders) just as a vehicle to promote themselves. Those who accept Srila Prabhupada as the diksd guru in Bangalore, In- 
dia, have been attacked by GBC voted-in guru HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami (“BVKS”), who claims that they are cheating in this way: 

“they rejected their guru and said, ‘No, I’m directly Prabhupada’s disciple’. You look on their website-and it’s all about, the Bangalore thing, 

it is all the pictures of them and it’s them who gives all the talks. It’s Animal Farm [...] they threw out the guru and became the guru them- 

self. [...] you see they give initiation, they give the beads and the person bows down to them. So it’s cheating.” 

(BVKS, “Guru Issues, Part 25, Why We Worship the Guru”, recorded 24/9/23) 

But this does not tell us anything about the validity of the philosophy they are supposedly following. Indeed, BVKS claims that they are not fol- 
lowing the philosophy they espouse, but instead are cheating. Rather, to assess the validity of the “rtvik” philosophy in question here, BVKS would 
actually need to address the philosophy itself. But when he tries to actually do this, we can see why he likes to spend time attacking the supposed fol- 
lowers, because he is unable to deal with the philosophy. Thus, continuing, in the same lecture mentioned above, he states: 

“the big acarya of the rtvik thing down in Bangalore, he says, ‘| came to Krsna Consciousness by reading Prabhupada’s books, so Prabhu- 

pada is my guru.’ But that’s not all. You were taught, you were trained by others how to chant, all the different procedures. It’s not that you 

understood everything in Prabhupada’s books just by reading. You had to have it explained to you. Just cut that all out. So what is there 
going on, yasyaprasadan na gatih kuto ‘pi.” 

(BVKS, “Guru Issues, Part 25, Why We Worship the Guru”, recorded 24/9/23) 

BVKS here criticises the reasoning (given by the “rtviks”) -that one became Krsna conscious by reading Srila Prabhupada’s books and there- 
fore Srila Prabhupada is one’s diksa guru-—as being mistaken. BVKS states that the rtviks claiming Srila Prabhupada is one’s diksd guru would lead 
to the devotees who trained them in the practical aspects of Krsna consciousness and explained Srila Prabhupada’s teachings to them being “cut 
out”. Which can only be the case if the devotees who did the training should actually be considered to be the diksd gurus rather than Srila Prabhu- 
pada. To reinforce his point, BVKS then quotes part of the verse sung to the spiritual master every morning in ISKCON temples: “yasyaprasadan 
na gatih kuto ‘pi’. Translated, this means: “without the grace of the spiritual master one cannot make any advancement”, again implying 
that the devotees who were responsible for training are the real candidates to be one’s diksa guru rather than Srila Prabhupada. BVKS does not al- 
low for these devotees to be accommodated as being one’s siks@ guru, in which case there would be no conflict with claiming Srila Prabhupada is 
one’s diksd guru, and his criticism of the rtviks would thus be incorrect. 

However, in this same lecture, BVKS also states: 

“Srila Prabhupada, he had about 5,000 disciples [...] But he didn’t personally train every one of them, it’s physically not possible.” 

(BVKS, “Guru Issues, Part 25, Why We Worship the Guru”, recorded 24/9/23) 

Thus, BVKS accepts that Srila Prabhupada did not personally train all his disciples. Hence, he accepts that being trained by someone else does 
not change the fact that Srila Prabhupada is still one’s diksa guru. However, we just quoted him claiming the exact opposite in the case of the “rt- 
viks”. Hence, BVKS’s “philosophical” argument against the “rtviks” consists of simply contradicting himself. Which means his “argument” against 
the “rtviks” is easily defeated... by himself! That one contradicts oneself is bad enough, but to do so in the same lecture just minutes apart, reveals 
an even greater foolishness than is usually displayed by ISKCON’s leaders. And, thus, it becomes clear why they prefer personal attacks to discuss- 


ing the philosophy in depth as we do here in B7P. 
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